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BAR BRIEFS
FOURTH DISTRICT MEETING
Edgar P. Mattson, Secretary of the Fourth District organization,
reports a very profitable meeting at Carrington on May 6th, presided
over by President C. L. Foster. Attorneys reported present were:
S. E. Ellsworth, F. G. Kneeland, N. J. Bothne, Lee Cummings, C. W.
Burnham, R. F. Rinker, John Knauf, John A. Layne, James Morris,
W. E. Hoopes, C. B. Craven, E. B. Stevens, W. E. Matthaei, A. L.
Netcher, George Register and John 0. Hanchett, President of the State
Association. Judges present were: J. L. Johnston, Fred Jansonius,
R. G. McFarland, A. G. Burr.
The matters submitted to the district organizations by the State
Association were answered as follows:
1. Shall counsel for all parties make their opening statements
to the jury before the admission of evidence? Answered in the negative
(motion to lay on table).
2. Shall the Court instruct the jury before argument of counsel?
Held in abeyance, pending further investigation, for which a com-
mittee consisting of C. B. Craven, James Morris and J. L. Johnston,
was appointed.
3. Shall cases be transferable on notice of trial from one county
to an adjoining county when no jury term has been held in the county
for six months prior thereto? Answered in the negative.
4. Shall a general denial be stricken on order to show cause why
it should not be made specific unless it is made specific? Answered in
the negative.
(Note: The action of the Third District meeting, reported in the
November, 1931, issue of Bar Briefs, was: Affirmative answer for
No. 1, and negative answers for Nos. 2, 3 and 4.)
Officers elected are: S. E. Ellsworth, Jamestown, President; N. J.
Bothne, New Rockford, Vice President; Edgar P. Mattson, New Rock-
ford, Secretary.
Resolutions of sympathy were-ordered drawn for presentation to
John W. Carr of Jamestown.
New Rockford invited the district organization to hold its next
meeting at that place.
The collection rule proposed by the Lake Region organization,
reported in the January issue of Bar Briefs, was tabled without action.
Principal speakers at the session were Attorney General James
Morris and Supreme Court Justice A. G. Burr.
NORTH DAKOTA DECISIONS
Reichert vs. Warden: Application for Habeas Corpus. Upon in-
formation charging crime of attempt to commit murder in first degree
a plea of guilty was entered and plaintiff sentenced to penitentiary.
The allegation is that the information did not state facts sufficient to
